was predicated upon the assumption of distinctive gender roles, and female dependence. Albemarle stressed that its recommendations were designed particularly to meet the social and developmental needs of non-academic young people and in so doing set the scene for the expanding Youth Service to be not only focused upon working-class youth but particularly upon young men.
As was argued within academic work focused upon youth subcultures during the 1970s, especially that associated with the Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies (CCCS) at Birmingham University (set up by Richard Hoggart who had co-written the Albemarle Report), post-war youth cultures tended to reproduce and re-inscribe young people within inherited social relationships of class, gender and race (e.g., CCCS, 1975; Willis, 1977; McRobbie, 1991) . Within these youth cultures (and in the empirical studies associated with them), young women were relatively invisible, making appearances as appendages to young men, as lesser-paid satellites in male worlds, presumed to lack a sub culture of their own (McRobbie and Garber, 1975) . This reflected the realities of youth clubs -where some of the research had been undertaken -in which working-class masculine subcultures were the centre of attention.
The post-Albemarle expansion of the Youth Service was predicated upon a situation which was already marked by specific conditions of gender inequality than can be traced structurally to the years following the First World War. The interwar period had been marked by a 'modernisation' of youth work provided by the voluntary sector, which favoured mixed sex provision. While boys' clubs generally refused to mix, girls' clubs had incrementally changed their composition to include boys, and as a consequence had suffered a decline in female membership (Macalister Brew, 1957; Butterfield and Spence, 2009) . When the state entered the field at the outbreak of the Second World War, there was already an assumption of mixed-sex provision.
One of the consequences of mixing was a narrowing of the terms of reference for working with girls, which, as Bradford's discussion indicates, began to focus more narrowly on the management of their sexuality to the detriment of the broader educational agenda which had characterised the girls' clubs of the previous era. Albemarle noted that 'fewer girls than boys are members of youth organizations', stating that 'much more thought will need to be given to their specific needs' (Ministry of Education, 1960, para. 57) . However, while the Albemarle Report pursued the ideal of an open, universal, social educational service, attention to the 'specific needs' of girls and young women is indicative of their secondary status in conceptualising the work. Traditional gender roles and inequalities had been reinforced in the post-war years and attention to young women related primarily to the nature of their relationships with young men. In that relationship, responsibility for control of teenage sexuality was female. Meanwhile, the professionalising process which accelerated after Albemarle reflected the gender inequalities
